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There Are Many Things Worse Than American Power 
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If there was any doubt before, the answer is now clear. Vladimir Putin is showing that a world 
without American power—or, for that matter, Western power—is not a better world. 
 
For the generation of Americans who came of age in the shadow of the September 11 attacks, the 
world America had made came with a question mark. Their formative experiences were the ones 
in which American power had been used for ill, in Iraq and Afghanistan. In the Middle East 
more broadly, and for much longer, the United States had built a security architecture around 
some of the world’s most repressive regimes. For those on the left, this was nothing new, and it 
was all too obvious. I spent my college years reading Noam Chomsky and other leftist critics of 
U.S. foreign policy, and they weren’t entirely wrong. On balance, the U.S. may have been a 
force for good, but in particular regions and at particular times, it had been anything but. 
 
Blaming America first became all too easy. After September 11, U.S. power was as 
overwhelming as it was uncontested. That it was squandered on two endless wars made it 
convenient to focus on America’s sins, while underplaying Russia’s and China’s growing 
ambitions. 
 
For his part, Putin understood well that the balance of power was shifting. Knowing what he 
knew, the Russian president wasn’t necessarily “irrational” in deciding to invade Ukraine. He 
had good reason to think that he could get away with it. After all, he had gotten away with quite 
a lot for nearly 15 years, ever since the Russian war against Georgia in 2008, when George W. 
Bush was still president. Then he annexed Crimea in 2014 and intervened brutally in Syria in 
2015. Each time, in an understandable desire to avoid an escalatory spiral with Russia, the 
United States held back and tried not to do anything that might provoke Putin. Meanwhile, 
Europe became more and more dependent on Russian energy; Germany, for example, was 
importing 55 percent of its natural gas from Russia. Just three weeks ago, it was possible for Der 
Spiegel to declare that most Germans thought “peace with Russia is the only thing that matters.” 
 
The narrative of a feckless and divided West solidified for years. We, as Americans, were feeling 
unsure of ourselves, so it was only reasonable that Putin would feel it too. In such a context, and 
after four years of Donald Trump and the domestic turmoil that he wrought, it was tempting to 
valorize “restraint” and limited engagements abroad. Worried about imperial overreach, most of 
the American left opposed direct U.S. military action against Bashar al-Assad’s regime in the 
early 2010s, even though it was Russian and Iranian intervention on behalf of Syria’s dictator 
that bore the marks of a real imperial enterprise, not just an imagined one. 
 
Russia’s unprovoked attack on a sovereign nation, in Europe no less, has put matters back in 
their proper framing. The question of whether the United States is a uniquely malevolent force in 
global politics has been resolved. In the span of a few days, skeptics of American power have 
gotten a taste of what a world where America grows weak and Russia grows strong looks like. 
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Of course, there are still holdouts who insist on seeing the United States as the provocateur. In its 
only public statement on Ukraine, the Democratic Socialists of America condemned Russia’s 
invasion but also called for “the U.S. to withdraw from NATO and to end the imperialist 
expansionism that set the stage for this conflict.” This is an odd statement considering that 
Russia, rather than the United States, has been the world’s most unabashedly imperialist force for 
the past three decades. But many on the anti-imperialist left aren’t really anti-imperialist; they 
just have an instinctive aversion to American power. 
 
America’s low opinion of its own capacity for good—and the resulting desire to retreat or 
disengage—hasn’t just been a preoccupation of the far left. The crisis of confidence has been 
pervasive, spreading to the halls of power and even President Barack Obama, whose memorable 
mantra was “Don’t do stupid shit.” Instead of thinking about what we could do, or what we could 
do better, Obama was more interested in a self-limiting principle. For their part, European 
powers—content to bask under their U.S. security umbrella—could afford to believe in fantasies 
of perpetual peace. Europe’s gentleness and lethargy—coaxing Germany to commit even 2 
percent of its GDP to defense seemed impossible—became something of a joke. One popular 
Twitter account, @ISEUConcerned, devoted itself to mocking the European Union’s propensity 
to express “concern,” but do little else, whenever something bad happened. 
 
Suddenly, the EU has been aroused from its slumber, and the parody account was rendered 
temporarily speechless. This is no longer tepid concern, but righteous fury. Member states 
announced that they would send anti-tank weapons to Ukraine. Germany, for the first time, said 
that it would ramp up its military budget to 100 billion euros. On the economic front, the EU 
announced some of the toughest sanctions in history. My podcast co-host, Damir Marusic, an 
Atlantic Council senior fellow, likened it to a “holy war,” European-style. 
 
Sometimes, unusual and extreme events mark the separation between old and new ways of 
thinking and being. This week, the Berlin-based journalist Elizabeth Zerofsky remarked that the 
current moment reminded her of the memoir The World of Yesterday, written by the Austrian 
novelist Stefan Zweig as World War II loomed. In it, he recalls the twilight of the Austro-
Hungarian Empire with an almost naive fondness. On the first day of the Ukraine invasion, I 
happened to be speaking to a group of college students who had no memory of September 11. I 
told them that they may be living in history. Those students, like all of us, are bearing witness to 
one of those rare events that recast how individuals and nations alike view the world they 
inhabit. 
 
The coming weeks, months, and years are likely to be as fascinating as they are terrifying. In a 
sense, we knew that a great confrontation was coming, even if we hadn’t quite envisioned its 
precise contours. At the start of his presidency, Joe Biden declared that the battle between 
democracies and autocracies would be the defining struggle of our time. This was grandiose 
rhetoric, but was it more than that? What does it actually mean to fight such a battle? 
 
In any number of ways, Russia’s aggression has underscored why Biden was right and why 
authoritarians—and the authoritarian idea itself—are such a threat to peace and stability. Russia 
invaded Ukraine, a democracy, because of the recklessness and domination of one man, Vladimir 
Putin. The countries that have rallied most enthusiastically behind Ukraine have almost 
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uniformly been democracies, chief among them the United States. America is lousy, 
disappointing, and maddeningly hypocritical in its conduct abroad, but the notion of any moral 
equivalence between the United States and Putin’s Russia has been rendered laughable. And if 
there is such a thing as a better world, then anti-imperialists may find themselves in the odd 
position of hoping and praying for the health and longevity of not just the West but of Western 
power. 


